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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The amendment received on 12/10/2008 has been considered. It has been noted that 
claims 1,29, and 32 have been amended. The finality based on the Englman and Locke 
references have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-28 and 37-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ainsworth (US 6,544,120) in view of Ainsworth et al (US 2002/0047238) and Meyer (US 
2002/0055382). 

Re claim 1,15, and 37-40: Ainsworth teaches randomly selecting a first plurality of 
symbols to form a first array, each of the first plurality of symbols positioned in a column and 
row in the first array (see claims 1 and 17); displaying the first array (see figs. 1 and 4; claims 1 
and 17); determining if the first array has a first winning outcome/pay line (see claims 1 and 
17); making a second wager / bet to be eligible for an award based on a second / bonus array (see 
col.4, lines 37-39); randomly selecting a second plurality of symbols (see figs. 1 and 4; claim 
17); displaying the second array (see figs. 1 and 4; claims 1 and 17); determining if the second 
array has a second winning outcome/pay line (see col. 4, lines 34-37; claims 1 and 17); and 
awarding an award for any winning outcome (see col.4, lines 34-37; claims 1 and 17), further 
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discloses that a third or even more arrays may be played (see figs. 1 and 4; col. 4, lines 34-37; 
claim 19); providing an array of symbol positions for accommodating respective symbols; 
offering a player an option to make a wager on an expanded array; and in response to the wager 
(see col.4, 37-39); the second and expanded array including the second plurality of symbols and 
the first plurality of symbols in the first array without replacing any of the first plurality of 
symbols (see fig.l). 

However, Ainsworth does not explicitly teach that a first wager is made to initiate play of 
the wagering game since it is/was well known in the art at the time the invention was made that 
wagering/slot games function or allow the user to play only after an initial wager has been made; 
adding the second plurality of symbols between at least some of the first plurality of symbols in 
the first array to form a second array. 

Ainsworth et al teaches adding the second plurality of symbols between at least some of 
the first plurality of symbols in the first array to form a second array (see figs.l and 2; pars. 
[0018] and [0019]). 

Meyer teaches the second array including the second plurality of symbols and the first 
plurality of symbols in the first array without replacing any of the first plurality of symbols, each 
of the first plurality of symbols remaining in either the respective column or row in the first array 
(see abstract; figs.l and 2; pars. [0019],[0035],[0037], and [0038]). The figures 1 and 2 
describes the same array in fig. 1 included in fig.2 whereby upon a trigger event occurring from 
fig.l, the array in fig.2 is produced. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Meyer into the teaching of Ainsworth. One 
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would be motivated to do this so as to have a wider selection and combination of arrays that be 
displayed, thereby increasing the player interest in the game. 

Re claims 2-4 and 16-18: Ainsworth teaches that the second array is at least one 
additional row and/or columns (see figs. 1 and 4; claim 17). 

Re claims 11-14 and 25-28: Ainsworth teaches that the additional row and/or column can 
randomly be determined (see col. 4, lines 10-13; claim 17) or the player may choose where the 
location is (see col. 4, lines 13-14; claim 20). 

Re claims 5 and 19: Ainsworth teaches that the player must make additional wagers on 
the pay lines of the second, third, etc. . . arrays (see col. 4, lines 38-40). 

Re claims 6,10,20, and 24: Ainsworth teaches that in order to receive the second array the 
initial array must have a triggering event (see claims 1 and 17). 

Re claims 7-8 and 21-22: Ainsworth teaches the gaming machine with arrays. 

However, Ainsworth does not teach that multiple pay tables or probability tables are 

used. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to recognize that the initial array could use a first pay table with a maximum 
of a five-of-a-kind match (if there are five reels with three rows each) and that when the 
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expanded array is used that an alternate / second pay table may be used that will be larger than 
the first pay table because now the maximum could be a six-of-a-kind match (if an additional 
reel was added with three rows) or any additional combinations now possible with the expanded 
array and that in respect with the additional combinations now possible that a second probability 
table can be used to determine the probabilities of the new combinations in order to make it 
possible for the player's to achieve additional and more rewarding payouts depending on how 
many bonus/additional arrays they achieve during game play. 

Re claims 9 and 23: Ainsworth teaches that extending / adding a row and/or a column 
allows extra pay lines to be added to the game (see figs. 1 and 4; col. 3, lines 61-64). 

4. Claims 29-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ainsworth 
(US 6,544,120) in view of Adams (US 5,882,261). The teachings of Ainsworth have been 
discussed above. 

Re claims 29,30,32,33, and 35: Ainsworth teaches the gaming machine with arrays. 

However, Ainsworth does not teach that modifier symbols are used that can be added to 
the first array to form a second array or used to modify the array to form a modified array where 
the modifier symbols represent a mathematical function. 

Adams discloses a modifier / multiplier feature that in response to a primary game 
outcome, randomly selecting and placing symbols on the reels in visual association with symbol 
array, randomly selecting payout multipliers without player input / automatically for varying the 
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secondary game outcomes; where the modifier / multiplier symbols represent a mathematical 
function (see abstract; col.l, lines 63- col.2, line 9). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Ainsworth's gaming machine with Adams. One would be 
motivated to do this so as to have a game system that allows additional arrays to alter the 
outcome of the game play by modifier symbols associated with the arrays in order to increase the 
outcome and hence the player's excitement because they have the possibility to win even greater 
payouts with the multiplier symbols. 

Re claims 31,34, and 36: Ainsworth teaches that in order to receive an additional array 
the initial array must have a triggering event (see claims 1 and 17). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 12/10/2008 have been fully considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to the argument that Ainsworth '038 does not teach adding a second plurality 
of symbols without replacing any of the first plurality of symbols, the examiner points out that 
Meyer teaches this feature. Examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where 
there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 
Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
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USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, all the prior arts teach the limitation of creating a 
second array from the first array in a wagering game. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adetokunbo O. Torimiro whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1345. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached on (571) 272-4437. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

/A. O. T./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
/John M Hotaling II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



